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someth i n g a c c o mp l i s h e d . Th e ma i n t h i n g t h a t I ' v e b e e n h e a r i ng
since I' ve been listening since we entered this debate is it' s
n ot f a i r , i t ' s not f ai r , i t ' s no t f ai r . We hea r d t he s a me t h i n g
last year with LB 1085. LB 1085 was kind of unique in the f a ct
that it extended the service tax to the business that I own, but
I a c ce p t e d i t , ma yb e wh i n e d a l i t t l e b i t , bu t I a c c ep t ed i t .
But I didn't do so without asking the Revenue Chair at the time,
Senator Wickersham, one question -why me ? You ' re t axing my
business. Is i t because I'm not represented in the lobby? W hy
didn't you tax your own business? Y ou' re an attorney. Why
didn't you tax your own business? Senator Wickersham's answer
was almost humorous. He looked at me and he said, well, Senator
Aguilar, quite frankly, we don't need that mu c h money.
(Laughter ) Fu nny , yes , but not so m e t h i n g I cou l d a c c e p t . So
t h i s ye ar I i n t r od u c e d l e g i s l a t i o n t h a t wo u l d d o j u s t t h a t , i t
would tax attorneys, CPAs, architects, and engineers. Had the
opportunity to raise $50 million in revenue. Basically, that' s
what we' re talking about right here, a little over $50 million
in revenue. Ny bill never got out of committee. Surprised?
And instantly, after I introduced it, I was asked to speak to
two different groups, the Bar Association and the Engineers
Association. Basically, they had the same message: Senator
Aguilar, this is bad legislation. Why do you say that? We ll ,
it's not fair. Same o ld thing, it's not fair. Ny answer to
t hem was , y o u kn o w w h a t , I ag r ee wi t h y o u i t ' s no t f a i r , i t
r eal l y i sn ' t , and I t h i nk I ' v e pr o v e d my p o i n t b y t he f ac t t hat
i t g o t y o u r g u y s t og e t h er an d i t go t y ou i n t o a me e t i n g a nd i t
got you t o r ea l i ze som e t h i n g. I t i s not f a i r t o s i ngl e out
specific groups like we did last year in LB 1085. I t's terribly
unfa i r . But I i n t r odu ced t h e l eg i s l a t i on a n d I w a s p l a n n i n g on
g oin g f o r wa r d t o i t i f i t go t ou t o f comm i t t e e . I t ne v e r g o t
o ut a n d I n ev e r p u t u p a b i g f i g h t a f t e r t h a t be c a u s e t he r e wa s
a p i e c e o f l eg i s l a t i o n ou t t h e r e t h a t I l i k e d e v en b e t ~e r , a nd
t hat was Senator Redfield's legislation. It removes aim st al l
o f t h e ex e m p t i o n s . I t i s f a i r . I t t ax e s ev e r yb o d y . An d i t h a s
a caveat. It has a great point that goes alongside with it. It
lowers the tax rate. I think that's wonderful. I said to her,
when sh e t o l d me a b o u t t h i s , I sa i d , Sen a t o r , wh y wo u l d a ny b o d y
be against this? It sounds too good to be true. Quite f r a n k l y ,
she answered, every member of the lobby will be jumping up and
down on this. Same old story. But I think it's a g reat p i ece
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